L.os Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Bruce W, McClendon FAICP
January 9, 2007 Director of Planning

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street '
Los Angles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

HEARING ON AN AMENDMENT TO THE MARINA DEL REY LOCAL
COASTAL PROGRAM RELATING TO THE ROLE OF THE DESIGN
CONTROL BOARD (FOURTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT) (3-VOTES)

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE BOARD, AFTER THE P UBLIC HEARING:

1. Consider the attached Notice of Exemption together with any comments received
during the public review process, find on the basis of the entire record before the
Board that there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant
effect on the environment, find that the Notice of Exemption reflects the
independent judgment and analysis of the Board, and adopt the Notice of
Exemption;

2. Indicate its intent to approve the recommendatiors of the Regional Planning
Commission to adopt an amendment to the Marina del Rey Local Coastal
Program pertaining to the role of the Design Control Board and determine that
the amendment is compatible with and supportive of the goals and policies of the
County’s Strategic Plan;

3. Instruct County Counsel to prepare a final resolution of the Board of Supervisors
approving and submitting the Marina del Rey Local C oastal Program amendment
to the California Coastal Commission;

4. Instruct County Counsel to prepare a final ordinance to amend the Marina del
Rey Specific Plan (Part 3, Chapter 22.56, Title 22 of the Los Angeles County
Code) as recommended by the Regional Planning Commission and include any
changes as directed by the Board; and

5. Find that the proposed amendment is de minimus in its effect on fish and wildiife
resources, and authorize the Director of Plannireg to complete and file a
Certificate of Fee Exemption for the project.
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PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

On September 26, 2006, the Board of Supervisors unanimously approved a motion to
modify the role of the Design Control Board (DCB) in reviewing projects in the Marina
del Rey Coastal Zone as designated in the Marina del Rey Local Coastal Program
(LCP). The Board requested the Regional Planning Commission (RPC) to present
recommendations to the Board within 120 days on a LCP amendment that would:

1. Eliminate the precondition that the DCB’s initial conceptual review occur before
an application for land use entitiements is filed with the Department of Regional
Planning;

2. Permit the DCB to conduct a conceptual review during the land use entitiement
process and submit recommendations to the RPC prior to the commencement of
the public hearing by the Commission on the land use entitiements in a timely
manner;

3. Place primary responsibility for site plan approval and LCP consistency review
with the RPC; and

4. Clarify that the DCB’s final review of Marina projects, which will occur after the
RPC has taken action on the project’s land use entitlements, will continue to be
focused upon architectural elements, signage, materials, landscaping and colors.

In response to the Board's request, the Department of Regional Planning (DRP)
prepared an amendment fo the LCP that clarifies the role and timing of the DCB’s
review of projects in the Marina del Rey Coastal Zone. Amendments were made to the
Marina del Rey Land Use Plan and the Marina del Rey Specific Plan.

As directed and specified by the Board, the proposed amendment to the LCP would
modify the scope and timing of the DCB'’s review. The amendment would continue the
DCB'’s authority to review the architectural design (i.e. building and facade design) and
site plans of proposed development projects during the conceptual review phase; this
would take place after the project was submitted to DRP for a Coastal Development
Permit (CDP). Any recommendations that the DCB has after its conceptual review
would be submitted to the RPC within 90 days of the project submittal for its
consideration during the CDP process. This would assure that the RPC would have the
DCB comments prior to the public hearing on the CDP which it could use to determine if
the proposed development was consistent with the LCP provisions relating to visual
resources and design, and require the applicant to make any necessary project
modifications to achieve consistency. Following the RPC's approval of a CDP for a
development proposal, the DCB would have final review of the architectural design (i.e.
building and fagade design, materials, colors), landscaping and signs based on the site
plans approved by the RPC prior to a building permit being issued. However, the RPC,
not the DCB, would determine if a project was consistent with the LCP.
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IMPLEMENTATION OF COUNTYWIDE STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The proposed amendment promotes the County’s strategic planning goals of
“organizational effectiveness” and “service excellence” by clearly identifying roles and
responsibilities of different reviewing bodies to more efficiently and appropriately
process CDPs for projects in the Marina del Rey Coastal Zone.

FISCAL IMPACT

Implementation of the proposed amendment will not result in any new costs to the DRP
or other County departments. The application process for a CDP would primarily be the

same; merely the timing and the content of the different phases of review would be
changed by the amendment.

FINANCING

The amendment will not result in additional net County costs, and therefore a request
for financing is not being made at this time.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

The Marina del Rey Local Program consists of the Marina del Rey Land Use Plan and a
Local implementation Program which includes a the Marina del Rey Specific Plan, a

Transportation Improvement Program and related appendices. The amendment is
proposed for both the Land Use Plan and the Specific Plan.

The Marina del Rey LCP was originally approved by the Board of Supervisors on
September 13, 1984 and certified by the California Coastal Commission (CCC) on
October 11, 1984. The Local Implementation Program (LIP) was adopted in 1990, and
includes the Marina de! Rey Specific Plan. A major amendment to the LCP was

approved by the Board of Supervisors on August 22, 1995 and certified by the CCC on
February 8, 1996.

The 1996 amendment broadened the DCB's role from what it was when the DCB was
created by the Board of Supervisors in 1960 to “...review and approve the architectural
design and landscaping of improvements to be constructed at each county harbor or
marina ..."” (Section 2.116.130, Title 2, Los Angeles County Code). When the LCP was
amended in 1996, the DCB's role was expanded to include reviewing projects for
consistency with the LCP. Prior to the amendment, this responsibility lay solely with the
RPC. As such, the duty of determining consistency with the LCP now belongs to two
different agencies, the DCB and the RPC. Having two agencies reviewing projects for
LCP consistency makes for an inefficient and potentially inconsistent land use
entittement process. The 1996 amendment alsc requires the DCB review to be
completed prior to an applicant submitting a project fora CDP to DRP.  Amending the
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LCP will eliminate overlapping duties of the DCB and the RPC and facilitate a more
efficient CDP process.

The proposed LCP amendment modifies the scope of the IDCB to clarify the separation
of duties between what the DCB should review and what is under the purview of the
RPC. The DCB should review projects for visual compatibility with the Marina, including
architecture, landscaping, and signage, and for consistency with the Specifications and
Minimum Standards of Architectural Treatment and Construction, as amended on
October 17, 1989, the Statement of Aims and Policies, dated February 17, 1987, and
the Revised Permanent Sign Controls and Regulations, datted September 1971, found
in Appendix C of the certified LIP. The RPC would be responsible for determining
consistency of a development with the LCP,

In its periodic review of the LCP in July 20, 2006, California Coastal Commission staff
identified several areas within the current LCP where there were inconsistencies or a
jack of clarity in roles of the DCB and the RPC, Coastal Commission staff suggested
that if the County amends the LCP it should remove any inconsistencies and provide
clear authority to a public agency to evaluate site designs for consistency with the LCP.

The amendment to the certified Marina del Rey Local Coastal Program is in compliance
with the California Coastal Act of 1976 as amended to date. As per Section 30251 of
the California Coastal Act, the proposed amendment maintains a review process to
protect, restore and enhance visual resources within the Coastal Zone.

The RPC held a public hearing on November 20, 2006 to receive testimony and
consider the draft LCP amendment. After receiving testimony on the proposed
amendment, the RPC closed the public hearing. The RPC discussed the draft
amendment prepared by staff, approved the draft amendm ent and adopted a resolution
which recommended that the Board of Supervisors consideer and approve the proposed
amendment.

A public hearing by the Board of Supervisors is required paursuant to Section 22.16.200
of the County Code and Section 65856 of the Government Code. Required notice must
be given pursuant to the requirements set forth in Section 22.60.174 of the County
Code. The County Code procedures meet or exceed the minimum standards of
Government Code Sections 6061, 65090, and 65856 relatirg to notice of public hearing.
A list of persons and organizations to be notified is attachedd.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Staff concludes that there is no substantial evidence thaat adoption of the proposed
amendment would have a significant effect on the environsment. Accordingly, staff has
determined that the amendment is exempt from the Califorria Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant to Section 15061 (b) (3) of the CEQA guicdelines, which states: “...
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that CEQA applies only to projects which have the potential for causing a significant
effect on the environment. Where it can be seen with certainty that there is no
possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment,
the activity is not subject to CEQA.” The changes to the LCP contained in the proposed
amendment are procedural in nature and will not have an impact on the types or
intensities of land uses allowed in Marina del Rey in the future.

IMPACTS ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTS)

The proposed amendment would not add any additional work for staff. The work
undertaken by staff to process a CDP for development projects in the Marina del Rey
Coastal Zone would remain the same.

CONCLUSION

The proposed amendment will clarify the roles and responsibilities of the DCB and the
RPC in reviewing projects in the Marina del Rey Coastal Zone, and will specify when
each level of review should take place. The amendment will retain the DCB’s invaluable
role in reviewing the architectural design of development gproposals in Marina del Rey.
it will be the RPC’s continued role to determine project co nsistency with the LCP. The
amendment will also change when the DCB conducts its review, and provide for a
conceptual review phase in a timely manner, as well as final review phase.

Ample opportunities for public input will be maintained, both in the Marina at the DCB
meetings and downtown at the RPC meetings.

If you have any questions regarding the proposed amendment, please contact Ron
Hoffman at (213) 974-6457. Mr. Hoffman can also be reached at
rhoffman@planning.lacounty.gov.

Respectfully submitted,

DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING

Bruce W. McClendon, FAICP
Director of Planning

BWM:RDH:MB
Attachments:

1. Board Motion (September 26, 2996)
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Project Summary

Resolution of the RPC to the Board

Summary of RPC Public Hearing Proceedings

Proposed LCP Amendment for Board Adoption (Land Use Plan and Specific
Plan)

Environmental Documentation

Draft Resolution of the Board to the California Coastal Commission

Legal Notice of Board Hearing

List of Persons to be Notified

Pl ol

©XNOD

C: Chief Administrative Officer
County Counsel
Executive Officer, Board of Supervisors
Director, Department of Beaches and Harbors
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MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

P Sachi A. Hamai, Executive Officer-

S )+ Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

' 383 Kenneth Mahn Hall of Administration
Los Angeles, California 90012

At its meeting held September 26, 2008, the Board took the following action:

8
The following item was called up for consideration:

Supervisors Yaroslavsky and Knabe's joint recommendation to request
the Regional Planning Commission (Commission) to present
recommendations to the Board on the County's Local Coastal Program
(LCP) amendment and implementing ordinances that would elimin ate the
Design Control Board's initial predevelopment application conceptual
review, place responsibility for site plan approval and LCP consistency
review with the Commission, and clarify that the Design Control Board's
review of Marina del Rey projects shall occur after the Commissior has
taken action on the project's land use entitiements and that its role shall
be to review projects for architectural elements, signage, materials,
landscaping and colors.

Supervisor Yaroslavsky made the following revised statement:

“The current land use entitlement process in Marina del Rey prohibits
applicants from filing an application with Regional Planning until after the
Design Control Board conducts its conceptual review. This precordition
contributes to the delays some applicants are experiencing. In order to
preserve the valuable contribution the Design Control Board make s by
reviewing the conceptual design of projects, but in an effort to allewiate
some of the delay that occurs because of the Design Control Board
review, | propose that the motion be amended to eliminate Design Control
Board conceptual review as a precondition to initiating the entittemrent
process, but permit the Design Control Board to continue to undertake a
conceptual review of projects and submit comments to the Regional
Planning Commission before the conclusion of the land use entitle Iment
process.

(Continued on Page 2)

-1 -



8 {(Continued)

“| therefore recommend that the Regional Planning Commission be
directed to present recommendations to this Board within 120 days on a

Local Coastal Program (LCP) amendment and implementing ordinances
that would:

1.

Eliminate the precondition that the Design Control Board’s initial
conceptual review occur before an application for land use
entitlements is filed with the Department of Regional Planning;

Permit the Design Control Board to conduct a conceptual review
during the land use entitlement process and submit
recommendations to the Regional Planning Commission prior to
the commencement of the public hearing by the Commission on
the iand use entitiements in a timely manner,;

Place primary responsibility for site plan approval and L.CP
consistency review with the Regional Planning Commission; and

Cilarify that the Design Control Board's final review of Marina
projects, which will occur after the Regional Planning Commission
has taken action on the project’s land use entitlements, will
continue to be focused upon architectural elements, signage,
materials, landscaping and colors.

Supervisor Knabe made the following revised statement:

“While | support the effort to alleviate delays in the approval process

for proposed projects in Marina del Rey, | think we can all agree that the
reason for those delays does not rest only with the Design Control Board.
Thus, | see the approval of the proposed motion as just the first step in
several that should be taken to address the growing frustration with the
approval process for Marina projects that has been expressed equally by
County staff, project developers, County commissioners, Marina
residents, and the general public.

{Continued on Page 3)

2.



8 (Continued)

“| therefore recommend that the Chief Administrative Officer, in
conjunction with the Director of Planning and County Counsel be
instructed to review the process and procedures currently in use for
proposed projects in the Marina, from the initial Request for Propos-als to
final approvals, including the roles and responsibilities of County staaff, in
consuliation with the Director of Beaches and Harbors, and the vari ©us
boards and commissions, and how the approval process can be made
more efficient and effective without compromising publicinput and r-eport
back with recommendations within 45 days.”

Nancy Vernon Marino and Carla Andrews addressed the Board.

After discussion, on motion of Supervisor Yaroslavsky, seconded by S upervisor
Knabe, unanimously carried, the Board took the following actions:

1. Requested the Regional Planning Commission to present
recommendations to the Board within 120 days on a Local Coasstal
Program (LCP) amendment and implementing ordinances that wvould:

« Eliminate the precondition that the Design Control Board’s irsitial
conceptual review occur before an application forland use
entitlements is filed with the Department of Regional Plannir g;

» Permit the Design Control Board to conduct a conceptual renview
during the land use entittement process and submit
recommendations to the Regional Planning Commission prior to
the commencement of the public hearing by the Commissior on
the land use entittements in a timely manner;

¢ Place primary responsibility for site plan approval and LCP
consistency review with the Regional Planning Commission; and

» Clarify that the De sign Control Board's final review of Marinea
projects, which will occur after the Regional Planning Comm ission
has taken action on the project’s land use entitteme nts, will
continue to be focused upon architectural elements, signage=,
materials, landsca ping and colors; and

(Continued on Page 4)

-3-



8 (Continued)

2. Instructed the Chief Administrative Officer, in conjunction with the
Director of Planning and County Counsel to review the process and
procedures currently in use for proposed projects in the Marina, from
the initial Request for Proposals to final approvals, including the roles
and responsibilities of County staff, in consultation with the Dire ctor of
Beaches and Harbors, and the various boards and commissions, and
how the approval process can be made more efficient and effective
without compromising public input and report back with
recommendations within 45 days.

07092606_8

Copies distributed:
Each Supervisor
Chief Administrative Officer
County Counsel
Director of Beaches and Harbors
Director of Planning

Letter sent to:
Chairperson, Regional Planning Commission
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DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

REQUEST:

LOCATION:
STAFF CONTACT:
RPC MEETING DATE:

RPC RECOMMENDATION:

MEMBERS VOTING AYE:

MEMBERS ABSENT:

KEY ISSUES:

PROJECT SUMMARY

Amendment to the Marina del Rey Local Coastal
Program (LCP), relating to the roles and responsibilities
of the Design Control Board (DCB) in its review of
Coastal Development Permits (CDP) for development
projects.

Approval of the proposed Marina del Rey LCP
amendment consisting of revisions to the Marina del Rey
Land Use Plan, a component of the Los Angeles County
General Pian, and to the Marina del Rey Specific Plan
(Part 3, Chapter 22.56, Title 22 of the Los Angeles
County Code).

Marina del Rey Coastal Zorme.
Ron Hoffman at (213) 974-6457
November 20, 2006

Board hearing and approval of proposed amendment to
the Marina del Rey L.CP.

Commissioners Modugno, BBellamy, Helsley, and
Rew.

Commissioner Valadez.

The amendment clarifies ®the roles, responsibilities and
timing of the DCB's review of development projects in the
Marina del Rey Coastal Zomne during the CDP process.

The LCP currently address es the scope and timing of the
DCB’s review in the CDP process. lis role is to review
development projects in thme Marina for consistency with
several documents that ccontain guidelines relating to
architectural design, land scaping and signs, and for
consistency with the cestified LCP. The Regional
Planning Commission (R PC) is also responsibie for
reviewing projects for conssistency with the certified LCP.
There is an unclear relatifon between what each body
should review, as both boclies are required to do a LCP
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MAJOR POINTS FOR:

MAJOR POINTS AGAINS T:

consistency analysis. This overlapping of duties is
inefficient and may produce inconsistent conclusions.
The LCP also requires that an application for a CDP
cannot be filed until the DCB has completed its review,
report and recommendatons. This requirement has
resulted in delays in the CDP process.

The proposed amendment will clarify the separation of
duties between the DCB and the RPC. The DCB will
review projects for visual compatibility with the Marina
and for consistency with the established design
guidelines. The  RPC will consider the DCB's
recommendations and determine project consistency with
the LCP.

The amendment will also make for a more efficent DCP
process. The DCB would perform a conceptual review of
the project and submit its recommendations to the RPC
within 90 days of the project being filed with DRP. The
DCB will also perform a final review of the architectural
design that will take place after the RPC has made its
final decision on a projec’ s land use entitlements and
site plan.

There are concemns that the DCB meetings in the Marina
would be eliminated or reduced in number.

There is a belief that the D CB should be able to review
projects before they get to the RPC and that the
proposed LCP amendment would eliminate this stage of
review.

The DCB should retain its a uthority to review projects for
consistency with the LCP.
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RESOLUTION
THE RE GIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

WHEREAS, in compliance with the California Coastal Act of 1976 as amended to date,
the County of L.os Angeles has prepared amendments to the certifted Local Coastal
Program for Marina del Rey; and

WHEREAS, the Marina del Rey Local Program consists of a Land Use» Plan and a Local
Implementation Program which includes a Specific Plan, a Transportation iImprovement
Program and related appendices; and

WHEREAS, The Regional Planning Commission of the County of Los Angeles has
conducted a public hearing on November 20, 2006 on the matter of armendments to the
Los Angeles County General Plan and Title 22 (Zoning Ordinance) of the Los Angeles
County Code, relating to the Marina del Rey Local Coastal Prograrm, which includes
plan amendments (Plan Amendment No. T2006-00011-(4)) and =Zoning ordinance
revisions (Zone Case No. T2006-00013-(4)), and

WHEREAS, the Commission finds as foliows:

1. The proposed amendments to the Marina del Rey Local Coast al Program (LCP)
consist of amendments to the Marina del Rey Land Use Plan (LUP) and the
Marina del Rey Specific Plan, relating to the role of the Design Control Board
(DCB).

2. in 1960, the DCB was created to review new developments in the Marina for
architectural features a nd landscaping.

3. The Marina del Rey LCP was approved by the Board oF Supervisors on
September 13, 1984 and certified by the California Coastal Cammission (CCC)
on October 11, 1984. The Local implementation Program was adopted in 1990,
and includes the Marina del Rey Specific Plan.

4. A major amendment to the LCP was approved by the Board of Supervisors on
August 22, 1995 and certified by the CCC on February 8, 1996. The role and
authority of the DCB were expanded by this amendment. "The amendments
modified the DCB’s role to include not only reviewing projects for visual
compatibility with the Marina, but for reviewing projects for cormsistency with the
LCP. The amendments also required the DCB review to be completed prior to
an applicant submitting a project for a coastal development pe rmit (CDP) to the

Page 10f 3
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11.

Department of Regional Planning (DRP).

The current scope of what is under the purview of the DCB overlaps with the
duties of the Regional Planning Commission (RPC). Both bo«ies are currently
required to review for project consistency with the LPC. Having two bodies
performing similar duties is inefficient and can result in poterstially inconsistent
actions.

The current timing of the DCB review has resulied in delayss in the land use
entittement process because an applicant cannot submit an application for a
CDP to DRP until the DCB approves the site plans which can take a number of
months depending on the complexity of the project.

On September 26, 2006, the Board of Supervisors requested ttae RPC to present
recommendations to the Board on a LCP amendment that wow!ld modify the role
of the DCB in reviewing projects in the Marina del Rey planning area.

Public testimony in both written and verbal form has been conssidered in revising
the text of the proposed LCP amendments.

The amendments would modify the scope of the DCB to clarify the separation of
duties between what the DCB should review and what is under -the purview of the
RPC. The DCB should review projects for visual compatibilitys with the Marina,
including architecture, landscaping, and signage, and for corasistency with the
Specifications and Minimum Standards of Architectural Treatment and
Construction, as amended on October 17, 1989, the Statement of Aims and
Policies, dated February 17, 1987, and the Revised Permanesnt Sign Controls
and Regulations, dated September 1971, found in Appendix C of the certified
LIP.

The amendments would change when the DCB conducts its meview and that it
should be done in a timely manner. The amendmenis would provide a
conceptual review to be completed and that recommendationss be submitted by
the DCB within 90 days of a CDP being filed with DRP. The RFC would consider
any DCB comments and recommendations in its review of the CDP. The
amendments also provide for a final review of the architectural design (e.g.
materials, colors, landscaping and signs) by the DCB that woul d take place after
the RPC has made its final decision on a project’s land use ent itlements and site
plan.

The proposed amendments would retain the DCB’s invaluable role in reviewing

the architectural design of development proposals in Marigna del Rey and
providing its input to the RPC in a timely fashion.

Page 2 of 3
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13.

The amendments to the Marina del Rey LCP are procedural in reature and will not
have a significant effect on the environment, and have been «determined to be
exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (Section 1 5061 (b) (3)).

The proposed amendments to the Marina del Rey LCP are coOnsistent with the
California Coastal Act and with the Countywide chapters and elements of the
County of Los Angeles General Plan adopted November 25, 1980.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Regional Planning Commission
recommends to the Board of Supervisors of the County of Los Angeles as follows:

1.

Hold a public hearing to consider the proposed amendments %o the Marina del
Rey Local Coastal Program, including plan amendments (Plan Amendment No.
T2006-00011-(4)) and zoning ordinance (Zone Case No. T2006~00013-(4)).

Find that the recommernided amendments to the Marina del Reey Local Coastal
Program are consistent with the County of Los Angeles General Plan.

Signify its intent to amend the Marina del Rey Land Use Plan ( Plan Amendment
No. T2006-00011-(4).

Signify its intent to amend the Marina del Rey Specific Plan (Zone Case No.
T2006-00013-(4).

Submit the amended Marina del Rey Local Coastal Program to the California
Coastal Commission for its review and certification.

| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the FRegional Planning
Commission of the County of Los Angeles on November 20, 2006.

”@ﬂ«j‘%\,e 0. /é"“{’h\
\ /ﬁszeo Ruiz, Secretdry [ )

Regional Planning Corﬁmlssmn
County of Los Angeles
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REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING PROCEEDINGS
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE MARINA DEL REY
LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM
RELATING TO THE ROLE OF THE DESIGN CONTROL B®OARD

On Monday, November 20, 2006, the Regional Planning Commission (RPC) conducted
a public hearing on the proposed amendment o the Marina del Rey Local Coastal
Program (LCP) relating to the Design Control Board (DCB). This was in response to a
September 26, 2006 motion by the Board of Supervisors which requessted the RPC to
make recommendations to the Board on an amendment to the LCP that would clarify
the roles and responsibilities of the DCB. The amendment revises th-€ Marina del Rey
Land Use Plan, a component of the Los Angeles County General Plar, and the Marina
del Rey Specific Plan (Part 3, Chapter 22.46, Title 22 Planning and Zeoning,) relating to
the role of the DCB in reviewing proposals for development projects in the Marina del
Rey Coastal Zone.

Staff indicated that the draft amendment would modify the scope &and timing of the
DCB’s review. The amendment would clarify the separation of duties bbetween what the
DCB should review and what is under the purview of the RPC, speciFically which body
should analyze projects for consistency with the LCP. Staff indicated that the DCB
would review projects for visual compatibility with the Marina, including architecture,
landscaping, and signage, and that it would be the RPC's role to cdetermine project
consistency with the LCP. Staff also indicated that the amendment weould provide for a
conceptual review to be completed by the DCB within 90 daws of a Coastal
Development Permit (CDP) being filed with Department of Regional Planning (DRP).
The amendment also provides for a final review of the architectural dessign by the DCB
that would take place after the RPC makes its final decision on a project's land use
entitlements and site plan.

At the public hearing, eight persons spoke in opposition to thez proposed LCP
amendment. Their primary concerns regarding the proposed amendmeent were:

« The DCB meetings in the Marina would be eliminated or reduiced in number;

» The DCB should be able to review projects before they get t© the RPC;

» The DCB should retain its authority to review projects for corsistency with the

LCP; and

» The RPC should hold its hearings in the Marina.

in addition, 10 emails and letters were submitied in opposition to the armendment.

A representative from the Department of Beaches and Harbors spoke in support of the
amendment and explained the DCB process to the RPC and clari®¥ied some of the
misconceptions that had been presented during the public testimoriy. He outlined
when each level of review takes place during the CDP process undewr both the current
|.CP and the proposed amended LCP. He also assured the RPC that t-here remains the
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same amount of opportunity for the public to provide input on development proposals

throughout the entire land use entitlement process. In addition, one letter in support of
the amendment was received.

After the public testimony, the Commissioners discussed the proposed amendment and
asked DRP staff for clarification of some of the issues raised by the public. Staff
pointed out that the proposed amendment would not change the location or number of
DCB meetings; that the DCB would be given the opportunity to conduct a conceptual
review (focusing on architectural design aspects) of all projects and to provide its
recommendations to the RPC which the Commissiocn would consider at its public
hearing; that the scope of review of the DCB would be revised to eliminate its review of
projects for “LCP consistency”; that the determination of “LCP consistency” would be
the RPC's responsibility; and that after a decision by the RPC on a CDP a final review
of projects for architectural design features would remain the responsibility of the DCB.

The RPC acknowledged the value and importance of receiving the DCB comments and
recommendations on projects so the Commission would have the benefit of the DCB's
expertise when a CDP is being considered by the RPC. The Commission also pointed

out that there are times when it does hold hearings in the local communities for certain
projects.

Following the Commission’s discussion, Commissioners Rew, Bellamy, Helsley, and
Modugno (Commissioner Valadez left before the vote was taken) voted unanimously to
approve the proposed amendment to the Marina del Rey Land Use Plan and the Marina
del Rey Specific Plan and to adopt the resolution to recommend the draft amendment to

the Board of Supervisors. The Commission did not make any changes to the proposed
amendment.
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO MARINA DEL REY LAND USE PLAN
(Note: additions are shown in underlining and deletions are shown in st=ikethrough.)

Section C. New Development Policy
8. Land Use Plan
e. Policies and Actions
Part 1 — Written Policy

Land Development Entitlement Procedures (pages 8-8 & 8-9)

6. Design Control Beard. The Design Control Board, appointed by the Board of
Supervisors, shall review all new development proposals, including removations, for
consistency with the Manualfor Specifications and Minimum Standarcls of Architectural
Treatment and Construction, the Statement of Aims and Policies and thhe Revised

Permanent Slgn Controls and Reguiatzons anéthe—ee;&ﬁed—l:@l’—mel&émg%heﬂenﬁt—y

The Design Control Board shall conduct a conceptual review of the architectural design
(i.e. building and facade design) and site planning during the Coastal [Development

Permit process. Any Design Control Board recommendation s to the Regional Planning
Commission or Hearing Officer shall be submitted in a timelv fashion. Following the

Regional Planning Commission’s or Hearing Officer’s action on Coastal Development
Permits, the Design Control Board will have final review of architectur-al design (i.e.

building and facade design, materials, colors), landscaping ard signs baased on the site

plan approved by the Regional Planning Commission or Hearing Officer.

7. Entitlement Process. The Regional Planning Commission or Hearing Officer shall
be responsible for determining consistency of development proposals with the LCP
through the Coastal Development Permit process. All applications for development on a
specific parcel shall provide evidence of consistency with ali of the following: 1) the
access and recreation policies of the Coastal Act and this LCP, includirag the identity and
accessibility of the Marina as a public boating and recreational facility and 2) all policies
and development standards in the certified LCP, including the amount of development
potential allocated to the Development Zone in which the parcel is located, and the
principal prineiple permitted land use assigned to that parcel, permitted in the Waterfront
Overlay Zone, or identified in the LCP as compatible uses that may be allowed, subject to
a grant of a Conditional Use Permt.

Actual entitlement to develop a new use, or to change or expand an existing use on a
given parcel shall be determined by the Regional Planning Commissior or the Hearing




Officer through the Coastal Development Permit process as contained an Part 17 of
Chapter 22.56 of Title 22 (Planning & Zoning) of the Los Angeles Cotanty Code which
may culminate in either granting, denying or conditionally approving s-enditional
approval-of a Coastal Development Permit, including the site plan. Th is process shall
analyze all applicable policies of this LUP, the County-wide General P*1an, and Title 22
(Planning & Zoning) of the Los Angeles County Code, and shall consi«der any
recommendations made by the Design Control Board in determining e design, location,
and intensity of development on a specific parcel. This process also stmall determine the
extent of off-setting mitigation measures that shall be required of an appplicant. All
approvable development shall include modifications to ensure consistency with all
policies and development standards of the certified LCP.

Coastal Visual Resources (pages 9-4 & 9-5)

Policies and Actions

4. Design Control Board Scope of Review Authority: Architectural design (1.e.
buiidin and fa ade desi matcn’als colors landsca ing, signs and site plannin

on in the existine g Marina shall
contlnuc to be rev1ewcd eeﬂ{feﬂeé by the M&n&&de%—l%ey Design Conttrol Board in
accordance with the revised Statemcnt of Alms and Pchcws %e@es&gﬁ»@@ﬂ%r@l%@&fd

Geﬂ{fe%&}&rdﬂﬂ}a}#feﬁepﬁe thc Permancnt Slgn Controls ancl chuiatlczans ef—Sep%ember

16,1971 as-amended-on-July-19-1973, and the Specifications and Mimtimum Standards
of Architectural Treatment and Construction of this certified LCP. (Neote: The relevant

parts of these twe documents are found on pages 1 through 15 and 27 €hrough 70 of
Appendix C of the LIP. It should be noted that pages 16 through 26 o Appendix C,
referring to land use and height standards, shall not govern redevelopnraent in Marina del
Rey.) The Design Control Board will have final review of architecturzal design (i.e.
building and facade design, materials, colors), landscaping and signs b_ased on the site

plan approved by the Regional Planning Commission or Hearing Officer.

Marina del Rey_LCP_Plan_DCB_armnd (Nov. 6, 2006}



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

i9

20

21

22

23

ORDINANCE NO. _ (PROPOSED)

An ordinance amending Title 22 — Planning and Zoning of the Los Angeles
County Code, to revise the Marina del Rey Specific Plan.

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Los Ang eles hereby ordains as
follows:

SECTION 1. Section 22.46.1060 is hereby amended to read as follows:

22.46.1060 Communitywide design guidelines. Communitywide design
guidelines concern several areas. These areas include landscaping, signs, site
planning desigh and architectural treatment. These guidelines are considered to
be mandatory when the word “shalil” is used and are perm issive when the word

“may” is used. Developments shall be analyzed for conformance of the project

with this Specific Plan and with the identity and accessibiity of the Marina as a

public boating and recreational facility through the coasta development permit

process. The analysis shall address, at a minimum, public _access, height,

circulation, massing, visual impact, views, and view corridors, compatibility of

uses in a mixed use project, and the visibility and convenieence of public spaces

as they pertain to the policies of this LCP. During the coasstal development

permit process, the regional planning commission or heari ng officer shall require

modifications to development proposals where necessary 10 achieve consistency

with the LCP,

A. Landscaping. Landscaping shall include tree s and shrubbery, with
adequate ground cover to protect the soil. Landscaped borders used to shield

obtrusive uses shall have a minimum width of eight feet ared shall consist of



10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

vegetation of sufficient demsity to hide the use. Landscaping along site
perimeters shall have a mi nimum width of eight feet and s hall allow wisual access
into the lot, except wheret he landscaping is being used to screen ar obtrusive
use. These standards shal | be implemented in a mannerconsistent with all other
provisions of the certified L.CP to encourage unique site design. Layout,

components and quantity Of landscaping for development in the existing Marina

shall be subiect to approval by the design confrol board.

B. Lot Coverages. Lot coverage by buildings, shall be limited as

otherwise restricted in the Specific Plan, and shall not exceed 90 pe rcent of the

net lot area; a minimum of 10 percent of the net lot area shall be lan dscaped.

E. Site Planning Pesign and Architectural Design Freatment. Site
planning design and architectural design treatment include such elemments as

structural height, bulk, spacing, on-site open space, facade design, amaterials and

colors.

1. Site Planning Pesign. Planes of the e xterior bu iiding walls
should vary in depth and/o r direction to avoid bulk and monotony, arad should
relate closely to the pedestrian promenade. Building placement andl design shall

avoid long, continuous blocking of water views.
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4. Architeectural Design Treatment. Among other important
objectives, good architectur al site design is essential in maintaining compatibility
among adjacent land uses &nd preserving important public amenities such as
view corridors and scenic vi stas. Balconies, terraces and patios are encouraged.
Outdoor dining facilities whi ch do not interfere with public accessways are also
encouraged to take advaniaage of water views and scenic vistas throughout
Marina del Rey in those are=as where restaurants are allowed by this Specific
Plan; such facilities shalt co- mply with the public view and public access
provisions of this Specific P*ian and the provisions of subsection G of Section

22.28.070.

6. Commmunitywide design guidelines shall be followed by the

regional planning commissi_on and hearing officer during the coastal development

permit brocess a

the-departmentof beaches—and-harbors. The design control board shall continue

to review architectural desicgns and site plans, and may make recommendations

to the regional planning cormmission and hearing officer for development projects

in the existing Marina pursuaant to Section 22.46.1110.

SECTION 2. Subseaction C of Section 22.46.1090 is hereby amended to

read as follows:
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22.46.1090 Land use monitoring and phasing.

C. Development Limitations and Phasing. Specific monitoring criteria

for development phasing are described as follows:

6. Conversion.

d. The designcontrol board-shall-review-th-e site plans of

converted or mixed uses shall be reviewed during the coastal development

permit process to assure that the design will enhance comnpatibility of the uses
with each other and with adjoining uses. The beard site plans shall show
consider massing, public access and views, pedestrian amd automaobile traffic
patterns, convenience of loading and trash hauling and thre separation of public

and residential routes and entrances of the building as they relate to the project’s

consistency with the LCP. The-design-controlboard-shall—consider-and-adopta

necessary to assure compliance with the access, visual q uality, recreation and

other policies of this LCP shall be incorporated into the covastal development
permit as conditions of development.
SECTION 3. Section 22.46.1110 is hereby amend ed to read as follows:
22.46.1110 Review of new development. All development in Marina del

Rey shall require a coastal development permit, processed in accordance with
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Part 17 of Chapter 22.56 of this Title 22. At the public hearing cond ucted by the

regional planning commission or hearing officer, any recommendati©ns submitted

by the design control board pursuant to subsection D shall be considered.

Development shall be appoved if a finding is made that the develop>ment
conforms to the certified LC P, and for projects between the first pub»lic road and
the sea, also conforms to th e access and recreation policies of the California
Coastal Act.

A. Development in Marina del Rey shall be assessed dur-ing the
coastal development pernit review process to identify the development’s impacts
and needs associated with the public’s right to recreational access to and along

the waterfront, including how on-site open space and project featur-es facilitate

public uses. The conditions imposed by the county upon such developments
shall reasonably relate to th e impacts and needs of the affected dewelopment
and related development. The conditions shall be those which are mecessary to
alleviate all significant adverse direct and cumuiative impacts includ ing those
needs identified in the development assessment process. Thereforez, the
provisions in the Specific Plan relating to compulsory dedication of sshoreline
access shall be implemente d on a case-by-case basis, and appropriate findings
supported by substantial evidence shall be adopted by the local ageency to
suppo;'t such conditions. The conditions shall substantially advance a legitimate
state interest, without denyimg a lessee or owner economically viable use of the

land.
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B. In Marina del Rey, all land is owned by the county of |_os Angeles
and all leaseholders hold leases subject to an obligation to provide For active
public use, and maximum public enjoyment of the public recreationai land.
Private rights have been granted by contracts, which in sorme cases limit public
use of the parcels. Existing public accessways are identified in Existing Shoreline
Access Map (Map 2) of this Specific Plan (see Map 2 at the end of Part 3 of this
chapter), and it is the policy of the county that all development preseerve existing
access to the Marina, to its bulkhead walkways and to its waters. W here
development will increase the numbers of residents or guests on the parcel, this
Specific Plan identifies additional bulkhead access and identifies that a public
access corridor or other public accommodations in that location wowild benefit the
public, said additional access, including vertical access, shall be guaranteed by
the leaseholder of that parcel pursuant to subsection A ofthis section.

C. Lease Extension. In the county-owned Marina del Reyr, when lease
extensions and/or changes in lease provisions are granted, the leases shall
incorporate and be consistent with all requirements of this Specific Flan,
including, but not limited to public access, view corridors, parking, irmpact fees,
maintenance of view corridors and parks, protection of existing usess and design
review.

D. Design Control Board. The design control board, appcinted by the

Board of Supervisors, shali review all new development proposals, i ncluding

renovations, for consistency with the Specifications andMinimum S#¥andards of

Architeciural Treatment and Construction, as amended on October 17, 1989. the
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Statement of Aims and Policies, dated February 17, 1987 , and the Revised

Permanent Sign Controls and Regulations, dated September 1971, found in

Appendix C of the certified LIP.

1. The design control board shall conduict a concepiual review

of all new development proposals, including renovations, concurrently with the

coastal development permit process. The conceptual review shall analyze the

architectural design (i.e. building and facade desiqn) and_site planning of the

proposed development. Any recommendations. including_a written report and/or

marked plans, to illustrate its conclusions relating o the project's architectural

design (i.e. building and facade design) and site planning shall be submitted by

the design control board to the regional planning commisssion or hearing officer

within 90 days of the filing of a coastal development permit application.

2. Following the regional planning comrmission’s or hearing

officer’s action on coastal development permits, the desican control board will

have final review of architectural design (i.e. building and_facade design,

materials, colors), landscaping and sians based on the site plan approved by the

regional planning commis sion or hearing officer.

SECTION 4. Subsection A of Section 22.46.1180 is hereby amended to
read as follows:

22.46.1180 Filing requirements.

A. An application for new development shail coontain the following

information. In the case of an application for a coastal dexvelopment permit, the
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information shall be in addition to the material required in Section 22.56.2310

relating to coastal development permits.

12.  Site Plans Review Within-the-Existing-Marina. All
applications for development in the existing Marina shall include accurate, scaled
site plans and elevations, showing gross square footage of existing and

proposed development, parking, and parking requirements, as well as access

and view corridors required by this certified LCP. These-site-plans-and-elevations

a. The design control board shall receive site plans for

its review pursuant to the provisions of Section 22.46.1110. review-the
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17. Depat ment of beaches and harbors’ application. The

applicant must provide dog umentation that a complete application for the

proposed development hass been submitted to the department of beaches and

harbors for review by the d€sign control board.

SECTION 5. Subse:ction A of Section 22.46.1190 is hereby amended to
read as follows:

22.46.1190 Conditieons of approval.

A. The following conditions shall be imposed, where applicable, for

development in Marina del Rey.

9. New roads and infrastructure shall be designed and

constructed in an environmentally sensitive manner, and shall follow the design

and recreation policies of thhe certified LCP-ncludinglandscaping-standards

16. The de=sign control board will have final review of the

architectural design (i.e. building and facade design, materials, colors),

landscaping and signs bas-ed on the site plan approved by the regional planning

commission or hearing offi=cer.

SECTION 6. Subsexction A of Section 22.46.1200 is hereby amended to

read as follows:
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22.46.1200 Land use category use restrictions and devel opment
standards--Purpose.

A The following use restrictions and development standards shall
apply to land use categories in this Specific Plan area. Aliland use categories
are subject to the design g uidelines and phasing requiremesnts prov-ided for in
Sections 22.46.1060 and 22.46.1090 of this Specific Plan. Land uses categories
extend beyond the parcel boundary line to the centerline of the street(s)
bordering the parcel. Development on a parcel must also conform teo the Site-
Specific Development Guidelines of this Specific Plan. As used in these Land
Use Restrictions and in the site-specific guidelines, the word “shall” means a
requirement is mandatory whereas the word “may” means the stanclards are
encouraged but not imperative. Where site-specific guidelimes foundd in Section
22.46.1790 or the conditions of development found in Sect ion 22.46.1190 differ
from the regulations of thesse Land Use Restrictions and Development Standards,

such site-specific standard s and conditions of development shall suapersede the

land use category regulations listed below. Alldevelopmentin-the-existing-Marina

and-harbors: If there is a conflict among these developmemt standa rds, the more

restrictive document shall control.

SECTION 7. Subsection F of Section 22.46.1780 is hereby amended to

read as follows:

22.46.1780 Site-Specific Development Guidelines--Purpoese.

10
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F. Ali parcels are subject to the phasing require ments ou tlined in
Section 22.46.1090 of this Specific Plan. In addition, all parcels musst conform to

the Use Restrictions and Development Standards and tothese site—~specific

guidelines.

the-review-of-the-Design-contrel-board: As used in these land use resstrictions and
in the site-specific guidelines, the word “shall” means a requirement is mandatory
whereas the word “may” means the standards are encouraged but ot
imperative. Where site-specific guidelines found in Sections 22.46.71% 790 through
22.46.1940, or the conditions of approval found in Section 22.46.11 90 differ from
the land use category regulations and development standards listed in Section
22.46.1200 above, such site-specific standards and conditions of deavelopment
shall supersede the land use category regulations. If there is a conflict among

these development standards, the more restrictive document shail control.

Marina del Rey LCP_LIP_DCB_amnd_final_2 (November 6, 2006)
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Notice of Exemption Form D

To: Office of Planning and Research From: (Public Ageney) Los Angeless County
P.0. Box 3044, Room 212 Department of Regional Planning
Sacramento, CA 95812~3044
320 W. Temple Stree!, 13 Floor Room 13556, Los Angeles, CA 90012
County Clerk (Address)

County of _tos Angeles FELE

NOV 3 ¢ 7000
project Tie:  anta Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program Amendiments @&N‘q‘f% MQQ{’JRMA‘JK,CU&MTY CLERK

Project Location - Specific: m DEPUTY

Project Location — City: Santa Monica Mountains - unincorporated  Project Location — Cournly: 108 Angel es

Description of Nature, Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project:

Bavelopment of the Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal Program and implementation program for the Sarta Monica Mountaies Coastal Zone, to provide
more focused policy for the regulation of developmentt within the Santa Monica Mountains Coastal Zone planing area. The Implementation Actions include a
community standards district, changes 1o the Subdivision and Zoning Grdinances, and Tidles 21 and 22 of thelo s Angeles County Code. Coastal Zone
residents will benefit from development undertaken in a manner protecting public health, safety and welfare aswrell as coastal ressaurces.

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Los Angeles County

Name of Person or Agency Catrying Out Project: Los Angeles County

Exempt Status: (check one) g:s CEOTI&%P&‘%%B

{1 Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 1526 8); nn‘,’ |
[l Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a)); ___JM_Q—"E
[:l Emergency Project {Sec. 21080(b)}4); 15269(bXc)): REGiM mmﬁﬁw CI..ERK

[:I Categorical Exemption. State type and section number:
(X| Statutory Exemptions. State code number: 15265 (a) (1)

Reasons why project is exempt:.

Under California law, adoption of a Local Coastal Program is exempt from the CEQA requirement to prepare an
environmental impact report, or EIR. Therefore, the Santa Monica Mountains LCPis not accompanied by an Initial
Study or EiR.

Lead Agency . . '
Contact Person: Gina M. Natoli Area Code/Telephone/Extension: (2 13) 974-6422

If filed by applicant:
1. Attach certified document of exemption finding.
2. Has a Netice of ixemption been filed by the public agency approving the project? I:] Yes D No

Signature:

Date: i\\{ &R BD‘@S TiEle: FOCAE N ,a”wﬁf&f&‘\??%'{% F{,ﬁm

O Signed by Lead Agency

Date received tor filing at OPR:
O Signed by Applicant Revised 2005

iy o f 3D g
28 B Budasdty
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DRAFT

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUP ERVISORS
OF THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGEL.ES
APPROVING AND SUBMITTING
THE MARINA DEL REY LOCAL COASTAL PROCRAM AMEENDMENT
TO THE CALIFORNIA COASTAL CONMISSION

WHEREAS, in compliance with the California Coastal Act of 1976 as amended to date,
the County of Los Angeles has prepared an amendment o the certified Local Coastal
Program for Marina del Rey; and

WHEREAS, the Marina del Rey Local Program consists of a Land Use Plan and a Local
Implementation Program which includes a Specific Plan, a T ransportation Improvement
Program and related appendices; and

WHEREAS, the Regional Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on the
proposed Local Coastal Program amendment in Los Angeles on November 20, 2006;

and

WHEREAS, the Regional Planning Commission on November 20, 2006 recommended
that the Board of Supervisors adopt the Local Coastal Program amerdment for Marina
del Rey and find the Local Coastal Program amendment consistent with the Los
Angeles County General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, after hoiding a public hearing on
finds the Marina del Rey Local Coastal Program amendment
consistent with the Los Angeles County General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds as follows:

1. The proposed amendment to the Marina del Rey Local Coastal Program (LCP)
consists of revisions to the Marina del Rey Land Use Plan (Plarm Amendment No.
T2006-00011-(4)) and the Marina del Rey Specific Plan (Zone Case No. T20086-
00013-(4)), relating to the role of the Design Control Board (DCEB).

2. In 1960, the DCB was created to review new developments in the Marina for
architectural features and landscaping.

3. The Marina del Rey LCP was originally approved by trme Board of Supervisors on
September 13, 1984 and certified by the California C-oastal Commission (CCC)
on October 11, 1984. The Local Implementation Program (LIP) was adopted in
1990, and includes the Marina del Rey Specific Plan.
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10.

A major amendment to the LCP was approved by the Board of Supervisors on
August 22, 1995 and certified by the CCC on February 8, 1996. The role and
authority of the DCB were expanded by this amendment to include not only
reviewing projects for visual compatibility with the Marina, but for also reviewing
projects for consistency with the LCP. The amendment aiso required the DCB
review to be completed prior to an applicant submitting a project for a coastal
development permit (CDP) to the Department of Regional Planning (DRP).

The current scope of what is under the purview of the DCB overlaps with the
duties of the Regional Planning Commission (RPC). Both bodies are currently
required to review for project consistency with the LPC. Having two bodies
performing similar duties is inefficient and can result in potentially inconsistent

actions.

The current timing of the DCB review has resulted in delays in the land use
entitlement process, because an applicant cannot submit an application for a
CDP to DRP until the DCB approves the site plans, which can take a number of
months depending on the complexity of the project.

On September 26, 2006, the Board of Supervisors requested the RPC to present
recommendations to the Board on an LCP amendment that wouid modify the role
of the DCB in reviewing projects in the Marina del Rey planning area.

Public testimony in both written and verbal form has been considered in revising
the text of the proposed LCP amendment.

The amendment modifies the scope of the DCB to clarify the separation of duties
between what the DCB shouid review and what is under the purview of the RPC.
The DCB should review projects for visual compatibility with the Marina, including
architecture, landscaping, and signage, and for consistency with the
Specifications and Minimum Standards of Architectural Treatment and
Construction, as amended on October 17, 1989, the Statement of Aims and
Policies, dated February 17, 1987, and the Revised Permanent Sign Controis
and Regulations, dated September 1971, found in Appendix C of the certified

LIP.

The amendment changes when the DCB conducts its review, which also should
be done in a timely manner. The amendment provides that a conceptual review
be completed and that recommendations be submitted by the DCB within 90
days of a CDP being filed with DRP. The RPC would consider any DCB
comments and recommendations in its review of the CDP. The amendment also
provides for a final review of the architectural design (e.g., materials, colors,
jandscaping and signs) by the DCB that would take place after the RPC has
made its final decision on a project's land use entitlements and site plan.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The proposed amendiment retains the DCB’s invaluable role in reviewing the
architectural design of development proposals in Marina del Rey and providing
its input to the RPC in a timely fashion.

The proposed amendrnent is procedural in nature and will not have a significant
effect on the environement, and has been determined to be exempt from the
California Environmental Quality Act (Section 15061 (b) (3)).

The County gave noti ce inviting public comment pursuant to Public Resources
Code Sec. 30514 (d» more than 21 days prior to the submittal of this LCP
amendment and has received and responded to public comrments received in

response to that notice.

The proposed amendrment does not propose any change in land use, water use
or in the allowable use=s of property.

The proposed amerdment does not have any impact, individually or
cumuiatively, on coastal resources, and is otherwise consistent with the policies

of Chapter 3 of the Cozastal Act.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOL.VED THAT the Marina del Rey Local Coastal Program
amendment is hereby approvead; and,

1.

That the Board of Supeervisors finds that the Local Coastal Program amendment
is consistent with the C=alifornia Coastal Act; :

That the Board of Supeervisors certifies its intent to carry out the amended Local
Coastal Program, consisting of both the Land Use Plan and Local
Implementation Prograsm, in full conformity with the California Coastal Act;

That the Board of Supeervisors instructs the Department cf Regional Planning to
transmit the attached Nlarina dei Rey LCP amendment to the Califonia Coastal

Commission; and

That the Board of Su.pervisors finds that the proposed Marina dei Rey L.CP
amendment is de miniranus, minor in nature, and recommends that the Executive
Director of the Califormia Coastal Commission so find upon submittal of the
proposed amendment teo the Executive Director by the County of Los Angeles.
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I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Board of Supervisors of
the County of Los Angeles on

SachiA. Hami, Executive Officer/
Cierkof the Board of Supervisors

By

Deputy

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

By

LAWRENCE L. HAFETZ
Principal Deputy County Counsel
Property Division
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE
MARINA DEL REY LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN that the Regional Planning Commission, County of Los Angeles has
recommended approval of a proposed amendment to the Marina del Rey Local Coastal Program that will
modify the role of the Design Control Board in reviewing development projects in the Marina del Rey
Coastal Zone.

NOTICE IS ALSO HEREBY GIVEN that a public hearing will be held before the Board of Supervisors,
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, 500 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, California 90012 at

a.m. on pursuant to said Title 22 of the Los Angeles County Code and Title 7 of the
California Government Code (Planning and Zoning Law) for the purpose of hearing testimony relative to
the adoption of the following amendments: '

1. Proposed amendment to the Marina del Rey Land Use Plan, a component of the Los
Angeles County General Plan, pertaining to the Design Control Board’s review of
development projects.

2. Proposed amendment to the Marina del Rey Specific Plan (Part 3, Chapter 22.56, Title 22
of Los Angeles County Code) pertaining to the Design Controt Board's review of
development projects.

3. Such other amendments that, in the opinion of the Board of Supervisors, should be
considered at this time.

Written comments may be sent to the Executive Office of the Board of Supervisors at the above address.
If you do not understand this notice or need more information, please call Mr. Ron Hoffman at (213) 974-
6457.

Copies of the proposed amendment will be available on January 25, 2007 for public review at the County
of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning, located at 320 West Temple Street, Room 1358, Los
Angeles, CA 90012 and online at http://planning.co.la.ca.us/spMarina.him.

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act and County Guidelines, the proposed amendment
will not have a significant effect on the environment and is exempt.

"ADA ACCOMMODATIONS: If you require reasonable accommodations or auxiliary aid and services
such as material in alternate format or a sign language interpreter, please contact the Americans with
Disabilities Act Coordinator at (213) 974-6488 (Voice) or (213) 617-2292 (TDD), with at least three
business days notice”.

Si no entiende esta noticia o necesita mas informacién, por favor Hame este numero: (213) 974-6466.

SACHI A. HAMAI
EXECUTIVE OFFICER-CLERK OF
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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